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The Concept of Justiﬁcation 
In the most general sense, the term “justification” 
refers to the act of providing reasons for the 
validity, legitimacy, and defensibility of (1) an 
action, (2) a belief, and/or (3) a social arrange- 
ment. Thus, justificatory practices – which may 
be described as reason-giving acts oriented 
toward demonstrating that something is right, 
cogent, and persuasive – emerge in relation to 
(1) empirical and behavioral, (2) conceptual  
and ideological, and/or (3) conventional and 
institutional processes and structures. 
 
Epistemology and Justiﬁcation 
 
In the history of intellectual thought, the most 
                          prominent  accounts  of  justification  –  notably 
their philosophical variants – focus on its episte- 
mological, rather than its sociological, 
dimensions. Therefore, they tend to conceive of 
“justification” in terms of “the justification of 
beliefs” [2], rather than in terms of “the 
justification of actions” [1] and/or “the 
justification of social arrangements” [3]. 
Among the most influential epistemological 
theories of justification are the following: 
• Infinitism posits that beliefs can be justified 
to the extent that they are situated within 
unlimited chains of reasons and reason- 
giving (Steup, Turri, and Sosa, 2014 [2005]: 
section 11; Turri and Klein, 2014). 
• Evidentialism   argues   that   beliefs   can be 
justified to the extent that their cogency can 
be demonstrated on the basis of evidence, of 
which there are different forms (Aikin, 
2014; Conee and Feldman, 2004; 
Dougherty, 2011; McCain, 2014). 
• Externalism suggests that beliefs can be 
justified to the extent that they make refer- 
ence to, and thereby implicitly or explicitly 
acknowledge their dependence upon, factors 
that are external to a person (Bergmann, 
2006; BonJour and Sosa, 2003; Goldberg, 
2007; Kornblith, 2001). 
• Internalism maintains that beliefs can be jus- 
tified to the extent that they can be defended 
by virtue of a subject’s internal states or rea- 
sons (BonJour and Sosa, 2003; Kornblith, 
2001; Steup, Turri, and Sosa, 2014 [2005]: 
section 13). 
• Coherentism affirms that beliefs can be jus- 
tified to the extent that they cohere with 
other beliefs within a general system of 
beliefs, to which individual or collective 
actors subscribe in a regular, consistent, and 
categorical manner (Bouchard, 2002; Poston, 
2014;  Steup,  Turri,  and  Sosa, 2014 [2005]: 
section 10). 
• Foundationalism maintains that beliefs can 
be justified to the extent that they correspond 
to a set of core underlying assumptions, upon 
which practices, convictions, and  norms are  
based  and  with  respect  to  which  they can 
be vindicated (Crook, 1991; Porter, 2006; 
Rockmore, 2004; Steup, Turri, and Sosa, 
2014 [2005]: section 10). 
• Foundherentism – a combination of founda- 
tionalism and coherentism – contends that 
beliefs can be justified to the extent that they 
are embedded in a system of both foundation- 
ally constituted and logically interconnected 
presuppositions (Haack, 2009; Steup, Turri, 
and Sosa, 2014 [2005]: section 10). 
 
Sociology and Justiﬁcation 
 
From  a  sociological  perspective,  justifications 
cannot  be  dissociated  from  the  social  
contexts  in  which   the   actors   providing   
them  are  situated  and to which they make 
implicit  or  explicit reference.   On  this  
account,  justificatory practices  develop   in   
relation to and are embedded within (1) empirical 
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and behavioral, (2) conceptual and ideological, 
as well as (3) conventional and institutional 
processes and structures. 
In the contemporary social sciences, one  of 
the  most  important  sociological   approaches 
to justification is Luc Boltanski and Laurent 
Thévenot’s On Justification: Economies of Worth 
(2006 [1991]; compare 1999). This study 
contains crucial insights into the central role that 
processes of justification play in the 
construction of social life. It is based on the 
following assumptions: 
 
1. Ordinary actors are equipped with critical, 
moral, and judgmental capacities. These 
enable them not only to provide justifica- 
tions for their beliefs and actions, but also to 
participate in the construction of normative 
orders. 
2. In modern societies, the epistemic spheres of 
“ordinary knowledge” and “scientific 
knowledge” overlap. As reflexive entities 
capable  of justifying their beliefs and 
actions, both laypersons and experts are 
able to generate insightful knowledge  about 
                                  the   objective,   normative,   and  subjective 
facets of human existence. 
3. In everyday life, justifications are both 
grammatically structured and perfor- 
matively enacted. They are shaped by 
context-specific – that is, situationally 
variable – logics of rationalization, argu- 
mentation, and interpretation. At the same 
time, they are constantly evolving, implying 
that the degrees of acceptability they 
manage (or fail) to obtain are contingent 
upon the sets of circumstances in which 
they emerge and/or to which they refer. 
4. When engaging in disputes, social actors are 
obliged to possess a certain degree of 
realism. Their capacity to be realistic in 
terms of what they can, and cannot, achieve 
in particular situations is a precondition for 
their ability to make judgments about – and, 
if required, to take decisions in relation to – 
specific issues at stake in different settings 
of interaction. The acceptability of actions, 
beliefs, and/or social arrangements can be 
confirmed or undermined by means of 
performative “tests” (épreuves), to which 
reason-giving subjects make reference when 
engaging in practices of justification. 
Critical Theory and Justiﬁcation 
Habermasian versions of critical theory empha- 
size the civilizational value inherent in 
processes of justification. Since human beings 
are reason-giving entities, capable  of  engaging  
not  only  in speech and action but also in 
discourse and reflection (Habermas, 1993 
[1991], 2003 [1999]), processes of justification 
play a pivotal role in the construction of social 
life. Given the socio-ontological centrality of 
these processes, notably with regard to the 
emergence of normative orders, it may be argued 
that human subjects possess a “right to 
justification” (Forst, 2012 [2007]). 
 
 
References 
 
 
 
Aikin, S.F. (2014) Evidentialism and the Will to 
Believe, Bloomsbury, New York. 
Bergmann,   M.A.      (2006)      Justification     without 
Awareness: A Defense of Epistemic Externalism, 
Clarendon Press, Oxford. 
Boltanski, L. and Thévenot, L. (1999) The sociology 
of critical capacity. European Journal of Social 
Theory, 2 (3), 359–377. 
Boltanski, L. and Thévenot, L. (2006 [1991]) On 
Justification: Economies of Worth, trans. C. Porter, 
Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ. 
BonJour, L. and Sosa, E. (2003) Epistemic 
Justification: Internalism vs. Externalism, 
Foundations vs. Virtues, Blackwell, Malden, MA. 
Bouchard, Y. (ed.) (2002) Perspectives on Coheren- 
tism: Proceedings of the Symposium “Coherentism 
in Contemporary Epistemology,” Held at the 
Dominican College of Philosophy and Theology in 
Ottawa on September 27–28, 2001, Éditions du 
Scribe, Aylmer. 
Conee,  E.B.  and  Feldman,  R.  (2004)  Evidentialism: 
Essays in Epistemology, Clarendon Press, Oxford.  
Crook, S. (1991) Modernist Radicalism and Its 
Aftermath: Foundationalism and Anti- 
Foundationalism in Radical Social Theory, 
Routledge, London. 
Dougherty, T. (ed.) (2011) Evidentialism and Its 
Discontents, Oxford University Press, Oxford. 
Forst, R. (2012 [2007]) The Right to Justification: 
Elements of a Constructivist Theory of Justice, 
trans. J. Flynn, Columbia University Press, New 
York. 
Goldberg, S. (ed.) (2007) Internalism and Externalism 
in Semantics and Epistemology, Oxford University 
Press, Oxford. 
  
JUST IF I CATI ON  (Simon Susen) 3 
 
Haack, S. (2009) Evidence and Inquiry: A Pragmatist 
Reconstruction of Epistemology, 2nd, expanded 
edn, Prometheus Books, Amherst, NY. 
Habermas, J. (1993 [1991]) Justification and Applica- 
tion: Remarks on Discourse Ethics, trans. C. 
Cronin, Polity, Cambridge. 
Habermas, J. (2003 [1999]) Truth and Justification, 
trans. B. Fultner, Polity, Cambridge. 
Kornblith, H. (ed.) (2001) Epistemology: Internalism 
and Externalism, Blackwell, Malden, MA. 
McCain, K. (2014) Evidentialism and Epistemic 
Justification, Routledge, Taylor& Francis, New 
York. 
Porter, S.L. (2006) Restoring the Foundations of 
Epistemic Justification: A Direct Realist and 
Conceptualist Theory of Foundationalism, 
Lexington Books, Lanham, MD. 
Poston, T. (2014) Reason and Explanation: A Defense 
of Explanatory Coherentism, Palgrave, 
Basingstoke. 
Rockmore, T. (2004) On Foundationalism: A Strategy 
for Metaphysical Realism, Rowman & Littlefield, 
Lanham, MD. 
Steup, M., Turri, J., and Sosa, E. (eds) (2014 [2005]) 
Contemporary Debates in Epistemology, 2nd edn, 
Wiley Blackwell, Chichester. 
Turri, J. and Klein, P.D. (eds.) (2014) Ad Infinitum: New 
Essays on Epistemological Infinitism, Oxford 
University Press, Oxford. 
 
Further Readings 
 
 
 
Boltanski, L. (2002) Nécessité et justification. Revue 
économique, 53 (2), 275–289. 
Forst, R. (2013 [2011]) Justification and Critique: 
Towards a Critical Theory of Politics, trans. C. 
Cronin, Polity, Cambridge. 
Lemieux, C. (2014) The moral idealism of ordinary 
people as a sociological challenge: reflections  on 
the French reception of Luc Boltanski and  Lau- 
rent Thévenot’s  On  Justification,  in  The  Spirit  of 
 
Luc Boltanski: Essays on the “Pragmatic Sociology 
of Critique” (ed. S. Susen and B.S. Turner), Anthem 
Press, London, pp. 153–170. 
Susen, S. (2012) Une sociologie pragmatique de la 
critique est-elle possible? Quelques réflexions sur 
De la critique de Luc Boltanski. Revue 
Philosophique de Louvain, 110 (4), 685–728. 
Susen, S. (2013) Bourdieusian reflections on language: 
unavoidable conditions of the real speech situation. 
Social Epistemology, 27 (3–4), 199–246. 
Susen, S. (2014 [2012]) Is there such a thing as a 
“pragmatic sociology of critique”? Reflections on 
Luc Boltanski’s On Critique, trans. S. Susen, in The 
Spirit of Luc Boltanski: Essays on the “Pragmatic 
Sociology of Critique” (ed. S. Susen and B.S. 
Turner), Anthem Press, London, pp. 173–210. 
Susen, S. (2014) Reflections on ideology: lessons 
from Pierre Bourdieu and Luc Boltanski. Thesis 
Eleven, 124 (1), 90–113. 
Susen, S. (2015) Boltanski, Luc (1940-), in 
International Encyclopedia of the Social & 
Behavioral Sciences, vol. 2 (ed. J.D. Wright), 2nd 
edn, Elsevier, Oxford, pp. 747–754. 
Susen, S. (2017) Remarks on the nature of justification: 
a socio-pragmatic perspective, in Justification, 
Evaluation and Critique in the Study of 
Organizations: Contributions from French  
Pragmatist        Sociology        (ed.     C.    Cloutier, 
J.-P.    Gond,    and    B.    Leca),    Emerald,  Bingley,  
pp. 349–381. 
Susen, S. (2018) The seductive force of “noumenal 
power”: a new path (or impasse) for critical theory? 
Journal of Political Power, 11 (1), 4–45. 
Susen, S. and Turner, B.S. (eds.) (2014) The Spirit of 
Luc Boltanski: Essays on the “Pragmatic Sociology 
of Critique,” Anthem Press, London. 
Vaisey, S. (2009) Motivation and justification: a dual- 
process model of culture in action. American 
Journal of Sociology, 114 (6), 1675–1715. 
Wagner, P. (1999) After Justification: repertoires of 
evaluation and the sociology of modernity. 
European Journal of Social Theory, 2 (3), 341–357. 
